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DECLARATION UNDER 37 CLF..R. §1.132 
Pit Andreas 1 ires an< s as fallows: 



1 . I am one of the named CQdswentors of the subject matter of the above 
Identified paten? application. 



2 * ^ PHV 

Umverslfy Dusseld dff 5 in 1986. Thereafter, i received a PhD from HeWch- 
Sdo p )y univ rsit> 

save bee v. ? \ tr> < ! 1 b - <, >i led In the 

lields re parasitology, entomology and pesticide chemistry. 



3. ) v Bayer A - * 

I have beer: employed In the department ot parasitology s the Animal 

Di i ^ G, Gerroa id - due to th« 
reorganizations of the Bayer group ~ sines 2003 of Bayer Healthcare AG 
iocs ! 1 eaith GmbH . Mor i man> «Tv 



present position is Manage! of Laboratory Armropodic/de Research in the 
, o i J i <■ < i oec 

4. >aveewu t n u ^\ « e> d t . ^b» - 
s at nt 8201 31?, an exp< ha are 4 ,x arasite; 

5, Sembo ! s sot define the term conh ontro ier correct 
describe a - e <s o^hol c* ' < ^ - < >■! 
byo skii i thi relevant art The temi control in a medical sense of 
saraalp ... > st c two potential means t schi > ontro ) 
TREATMENT of existing parasite popuiationa and 2} PREVENTING a re- 
infection (re^tabils^ me; - $ parasit< population on-host). 

\ > r -N ^ in- i ' ho j s,~m L> ore ^ s<ee 

in the relevant art as therapeutic efficacy. PREVENTING is recognized by 
ikilie evanr art a rophyiact f , - n , 

8, Though both such terms are not used in neither Snyder nor Sembo these 
are obvious synonyms for one skilled in the relevant art. 

7. n a! « i ! < in caret \ v vw roinaro 

~ e<~, 0^ v , O^i ' < -> - ^ '' •! 't 

ne; * v n npti 

jphyiactlc, protective. 

8. '.a ^ x , " <v 5 >* i-G \i t ^i; t eventing 
"repelling". In the context of the publication I would always read treatment 

m f < a j« ^ \ - -< v.r ?e * < f a 

repallency encore a a concluded from. 

9 As a preventative one skilled in the relevant art would see the goal of the 

I J ~ - d BU ' I n! -v ! Ok i > 



lice population to establish. Means to achieve preventing new lice 
populations to be established are multiple. The residua; activity certainly 
can kill any adult lice arriving on the host It may also kill developing 
stages amvsrvg on the host Ultimately, it may Creak the cycle in killing 
I i ' > , < , t j n g , v • such o\ 

activity has been emphasized by Snyder, 

10. Snyder in his publication did not mention anything sboi t repeile k n 

neeri > ition On the contt ary, the ? cx t * i 

s temlai repellent idea wtih ac.vitv 

measured to start after ho n seconds 

or at teast minutes. Furthermore toe experiment 

ec dilution of a spinosyn. Thai si >vved efficacy 
(mortality) upon immersion of lice above 90% after one hour but there was 

-! < f e\ , e? i 1 , 1 . ;scar. - i> , 1 
c <p ■ ant asm iernonstrat ( ency only s peed of 
highest dose. 

1 1 . Snyder also remains ambivalent concerning the use of other compounds 
(including pyefhroids) in combination. Column 2 / line 2-9 clearly states 
the disadvantages otm listed compounds Known to be active against lice 
I. * » * , > , i on me use of such combinations, though if is later on not 
excteded (column 4 /line 9/10). However, the following formulation and 
biological exas wies (coin r v; 1 5 9 clearly den: instate the intention of 
the Inventors to use spinosyns alone. No combinations with other 
compounds are listed as examples, 

12. The main: effect of the formulations that can be learned from the 
publication by one skilled in the relevant art Is a therapeutic effect on lice 
by killing the population by immersion In a formulation containing a 
spinosyn. 



lies eggs {column 1 / line 60). The good efficacy on developmental stages 
by spinosyns is known from US5362634 and US559I606, summarized by 
Copping et al (Pest Management Science {2000}, 56. 651-876} and 
Peterson et ai {Down to Earth (1998), S3. 22-25). None of the review 
literature at . >ai ti ne :> now id ys \U sp nos /* j to repelle U effects. 

14. Thus the residua! effact of the compound - assuming the presence of 
prophylactic efficacy (which has not been proven in the publication of 

i U t < 3 " > r - 1 ' t ) i <• u ,v 

effect on eggs {following column 4 / lino 13) or developmental stages thus 

• t ^ j , t * 3 i on i - l f i v - 

leaching repellency, 

15. Semfoo teaches pest repairing compounds on column 6, line 6? to column 
i Sins 5 >c I ' 1 i> * 
compounds. Pyrefhrofds are only included in the list of active ingredients 
not as pest repelling compotirids. 

16. The applicant further declares that all statements made herein are 
believed to be true; and further that these statements were made with the 
knowledge that willfai false statements and the like are punishable by fine 
or imprisonment, or both, under 18 U.S.C. 1001, and that such willful false 
s >m< i , < >n< any patent 



